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i|cb Clay L. Shaw seefc* 
charge^ 

ge^ Twere brought 
Attorney Jim Gais 
> wtbQ claims Shaw lied 
he’ testified on his own 
in his 1969 trial on 
irof conspiring to kill 
^ tHAJphn F. Kennedy. 
O’Hara is scheduled. 
>j>earjury trial, 
t o^etlieij^ Judge Christ 
has enjoined that 
i proceeding until thO 
t hearing is over. ** 
rvin Dymond, a Shaw 
y^questioned J u&g* 
Here is the ted#7el 

flOND tfEGAN by ques- 
whether O’Hara was 
rHMrtth all the evi- 

in the firs: ..iui v trial 
he overruled » defense 
to kill l.ho perjury pro- 
ngs. 

t^There was a motion to;. 
..the second bit* of infer* ' 
£^hen was that filed? 

IJfc Dot a fact that the' 
to quash was over- 
on Dec. 14, 1969? Was 
any way due to cklay- 
‘ Mpe- defense? 
the proceedings 


j*. . jfc ’£»£,• 

t tha entire 

District . 

Attorney' fanes Alcock’s: re- 
buttal arguttn : 

A. No I did, ax* Jt was not 
•available. 

v,-*Q; Was the entire transcript 
of. die triai:.avallable to you? 

* A. ; No it was not 
it Did the defense ask to. 
\i have the entire transcript 
r ; made available to you? 

■"i A. Yet they di& 

it Did the state of Louisi- 
an* (ihe Dj\.'s office) oppose 
having _ the full transcript 
rmWe available to you as 
bping not necessary? 

*'ki Yek they did. 
v , Q^to't it a fact that at the 
Shearing you limited the testi- . 
tnony of Jim Garrison to only ' 
Identifying his opening state- 
ment? 

I did. 

Ji’t it a _ 

James Ai 
his 



extensively delayed due 
inability to 
^(Garrison 
^'almost a 


ny ver- 
your 


Aat you . 
to poiy' 

_ _ . a g state- 
ment? •: • ■■v's uiJ 

A. Yes I did. I rexneinl»r v 
telling both sides that I would 
limit their testimony ^ to only 
what I consider to be referent 
to the matter at hand. 1 ' 

At this point First Assistant 
District Attorney Jotar V o 1 z 
began his cross examination/ 

Q, Judge O’Hara, didf^oU 
testify that you presided at, a 
three-judge preliminary jbjtob-* 
in g in the matter of Clay 
Shaw? • .v 

' A. I did. 

Q. Did that court find rea* 
son to bold Clay Shaw far 
•trial? * 

point a discussion en-/ 
it* was a £ reed that 
^’^•ttfireei judge hearipg^foim4 v 
.cause to bind Shaw qra,ftr, v 

; i Judge - Christenberry then 
three-judge 

jr;.?one Witness 

?> to sayi • > 

V bfoB(^4he|&;were more than - 
were four * 
l or. five.” , • * 

: t ; Judge Chris^nberry ajfeed 
•was “Vernon Bundy one of 
. I JhemWW > v 

y other media: S f He was told that Bundy was 

. , tit you •Jph* s orignal. wtaesa^. 

i* v knowledge i tta#\ against Shaw. Prior testimony- 

fte$f v bearing bad%H 

No I did not.. M discredit Bundytt* 

Did you read Jim Garrf^ competence as a witness. - 


r entire ; 





ges in Ru ^ " 

!:.W 

jes h^ tdke^ . p 
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mm 

!i &%ed Judg«f40’HaW f 

• the fiasco he aBowqd Gaprir v 
’r soh’s.testlbny to he UmjiecL J 4 

The judge replied he tbopg^t* 
•- . “they ..were, geting into, an:, 
i area of throughly . inadmissa- 
bte’' evidence.:. . • . 

* VOLZ ASKED if he, thought 
be could judge whether it 

v- would* be necessary to read^ 
the entire transcript of Shaw's 
1969 trial. 

VHad I thought it had direct 
related connections^ the 
#0 r j u r y charge, I would 
have,” the judge replied. 

Daniel Jones, a bookkeeper 
on Garrisoni* 1 staff, was the 
next wfcneoe called. - \ ^ . 

In response to questions by 
Edward Wegntoij, a Shaw ati 
totney, Jones said he has 
been a member of the district 
attorney's staff for the past 21 
yeers and has kept accounts 
which were used to finance 
G4rrieon’s . assassination in- 
vestigations -4 

- WHEN ' WEGMANN asked 
fo the total amount received 
by the DA's office for use in 
collection with the Kennedy 
murder prqj>e, Jones an- 
swered that $99,488.96 was the 
cortect amotmt. •• ;**' 

Q. Dq you know if a sub- 
stantial aibount was used in 
eobnectlon with th einvestiga- 
tiom arrest and prosecution of 
Oay^Sftwir.^ p > • : . •; • 

^ A.,in:my rolitfjll of K was 





Jones 

costs were _ 
al fines and 5 
^HdiMrict J 


“No, these 
the usu- 
accounts in 
jy’sTqffice.” 
a b o u t the 
r Caset” Jones stijd that 

the name given 1 Garri- 
son's assassination {^obe in 

Volz thenwld the court that 
the Smith Case was used only 
ei the begifHSng of the probe 
and . ”the n^me Smith was 
never usedsdn place of the 
"" ie of Mr.: Shaw.” *’ 

Cfifif^berry said: 



V~z': 

of items 
.'item 

t^^Garrk:. 
1,7287 

Bl It.re-T 
LOuiS^ 

7i^ 

^ ¥ c : 


aa?lfe -concerned it. 
Zfi'&ffi ?■ . . .pM 

nations to^tibe* 

pr^i^’iropa <S)V. John C . 

; McKeitfteti,; Jones said that 
recalled a $5,0OO check‘from' 
a- special account in the gov- 
^. ‘erhor’spffi^ w&s.one of tho^ 
'5used . iii? the : prober. •%; % ■* 

j 'Wegmann contimied to 

JBjh&m Jo “£&£. m&jM 


•Vances^ by 
•duding^n 
meats' tfc;i 
Garrison < 

<A: Yes. 

Q: There' i 
of expense;-^ 
liam Bpxley; 
liam Borleyt- 
- A: He ws&>$ _ 

I don’t know . . 

Q: Is tlfif'i 
Boxiey . 'who ' Mp.x t. 
yesterday idemified.'as a .CIA ; 
agent who penetrated;the ; dis- 
trict attorney’s office and tbeh^ 
was turned into a doiAle 
agent? ’ . 

A: That may be:. I don’t 
know. •••rr.‘-V“ a -r s . ’ 

Q: The next item of dis- 
bursement shows, guard serv- 
ice of $572.52. . What was that 

for? ; : ^ 

A: I understand --the guards 
. were placed wb^nd the home; 
; of ‘JimA Garrison ; during tije v 
probe. 

; Q. Doct't your' show. : r 

that the' money was ‘paid to 
Isaac, and Vincent and /New \ 
Orleans Private Patrol?^ 

A. There was money phi^- 
to, those guard services. .,^.; 

. Q. The next item is $8,102.68 
. for ^Investigative expenses. : ‘ 

' A. That wou d be a mqlti- ; 
tude of investigative expenses 
all during the period of the 
probe. i> . % ; 

•k Q. Those fluids . were paid 
' to members of The DA's staff? 

A. Yes Sirs- • \ * 

Q. Which ^members of the 
staff • made Wiumerous trios? 

A. Tha‘. • 

liam Boxhen v Jerry Sanders, 

. Steve Jaffe, Wilftanh i 

, Andrew Sciambra,- Jamea'Ai* 
cock and a category called 
pothers.’ - • .Si ,, 

Q. Let’s look at a trl 0 ad- 
vance expense ,sf?eet submib.. 
te< by Andrew Sciambra 7 
see If it is typical . - It 1 lisfe 
trips to.j:C’inton and Jackson/’ 
y LsL ; , 800 miles, *80, lodging^;- 
,^50, m^als, $/5 r emergency ex-.; 

otheri { items 


‘ft 


. 

* v;A 

4 

■ ‘Vv3^ 

■ M 

B 






1 


amo(rti f 3 to $236. 

A. Well it’s not really typi- 
cal because it is a sheet sub- 
mitted in advance. 

Q. What is an emergency 
expense? 

r; A. ! understood frat was for 
anything not allowable under 
normal procedures. 

'.Jones went on to exolain 
that emergency exoense could 
inc'ude something as minor as 
meals or southing as large 
as a major exoense. 

Q. Don't your record show 
you paid Mr. Sciambra on the 
basis of this estimated ex- 
pense account? Right? 

•A. Yes, I gave him a check. 
-Q. During the Pia 1 of 
'Stew conspiracy case, v/sren* t 
a substantial number of wit- 
nesses brought to New Or- 
leans from Dallas and other 
areas and given board and 
lodging? - Wasn’t that paid 
Shorn these funds? 

' No sir, that was from 
•rtbe'fine* and fees account. 

tegin- 

the trial many witness- 
;£i were brought, to New Or- 
fcans top oot *fif town. 
Aren't these expenses paid 
from thow ftflids? 

*-A. Tbenp were- some wit- 
nesses whose expenses were 
paid, but I don’t know exactly 
What those were for. Some 
witnesses expenses were paid 
from fines .and fees, but I 
don’t know what these were 
for. 

Judge Christenberry then 
asked* “Do you have a* vouch- 
er for Mr. Gurvich’s trip to 
-las Vegas- when he brought 
Mr . G aniapn a brown sport 
3m and six bullets?” 
Fj<mes replied that Gurvich’s 
: 6tp was 'accounted for in the 

tjniu'hprff. 



jhg of the pcfheifn 196V to 
ythe end of the trial . ^ 
that was paid from fines and 
fees? .. ' 

A. From memory. I d say 
'from $45,000 to $60. OhO. 

Q. That’s in addition to the 
$99,000? . 

~. A. No. That would be sub- 
tracted from the total. Per- 
haps' $25,000 or $30,000 should 
be $ub‘racted from the total. 

In the’ last testimony before 
a 10-minute recess shortly aft- 
er noon, Wegmann asked 
Jones about a check for $315 
made out to Steven R. ; Plot- 

* l “’what did that cover?” 

Wegmann asked. 


JONES REPLIED that the 
check covered thrfhrent^ of 
David Ferrie’s Lodi^na Ave- 
nue Parkway apaYftpenti- for 
July, August and September 
of 1967. ’ ■ : ,V 

Jones read a letter from 
Plotkin to Garrison in which 
Plotkin told the DA he had 
spoken with City Councilman 
Eddie L. Sapir, Ferrie’s land- 
lord. Ferrie’s rent was in ar- 
rears. . 

Q. When did the district at- 
torney’s office take possession 
of Ferrie’s apartment? 

A. I don’t know. 

Wegmann then told Jones 
th.il Garrison hod advanced 
the fund more than $15,000 for 
i/t .- -ligation expenses. He 
asked if the DA had ever been 
repaid the money. 

“Not to my knowledge,” an- 
swered Jones. 

ASKED WEGMANN: “Was 
there an obligation on the part 
of the city or the state to pay 
back -this money?” 

“I don’t know,” replied 
Jones. 

Jones told Christenberry that 
one account was named J. G. 
Safi. The name, he said, 
stood for “Jim Garrison Spe- 
cial Account for Investiga- 
tion.” "iM 

Q. When was the J. G. Safi 
account established? 

A. In Marqh, 1967., 

Q. Is it still open? 

A. Yes it 

Q. What is‘$ie amount now 
in it? 

A. Four hundred and some 

dollars. 

Q. What is the date of the 
last activity which occurred j 
relating to the account? 

A. August, 1969. 

Wegmann then contended 1 
that since Shaw’s acquittal on 
the conspiracy charge in 1969 
the J. G. Safi account has 
been used only intermittent- 
ly and for small amounts. 

WEGMANN asked Jones if 
he ever secured a ruling from 
the Internal Revenue Service 
that the account was a tax- 
exempt fund. 

4 ‘I don’t know,” Jones an- 
swered. “1 merely set up an 
expense fund, not a corpora- 
tion.” 

Under questioning by Al- 
ford, Jones stated that the 
fines and fees account in the 
DA’s office includes only of- 
ficial money from bond for- 
feitures and fines. 

JONES ALSO said that 




about $25,000 of the $99,488 
came from the fines and fees 
account. 

He added that the city au- 
dits the fines and fees ac- 
counts annually. 

Jones also said documenta- 
tion of the Garrison investi- 
gation expenses have been 
turned over to Shaw's attor- 
neys, except for actual re- 
ceipts for hotels and airline 
tickets. 

JONES SAID some money 
in the accounts was provided 
by campaign contributions 
for Jim Garrison’s re-election j. 
in 1969. j 

* Alford took up the cross ex- | 
amination of Jones. 

Q. Mr. Jones have we 
turned everything over to the 
defense except for motel bills 
and similar vouchers? 

An argument followed as to 
whether everything had been 
turned over to Shaw’s attor- 
•neys and Judge Christenberry 
said the question might not be 
important as it had been prov- 
en that it would have been 
easy to divert some of the 
privately given funds to a 
purpose other than what was 
intended. 

Volz and Alford took excep- 
tion saying that no misuse 
of funds nad been proven. 

JUDGE Christenberry re- 
marked, “I was merely stat- 
ing what was 'possible.” 

Alford resumed the cross- 
examination of Jones. 

Q. Why weren’t these motel 

A. fnWt iteffc many, many- 
j»&8. r 

many as i couid. ***■* & 
the receipts. 

Q. They are very volumi- 
nous? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Has Mr. Garrison given 
you any instructions regard- 
ing the records? 

A. He has told me to give 
Mr. Shaw’s attorneys every- 
thing they ask for. 

Wegmaryi then asked ? one 
question. 

Q. In your years with Mr.. 
Garrison have you ever hand-- 
led any account like the J. G. 
Safi account 
A. No sir. 

Alford then fired back with 
one last question of his own. 

Q. Have you ever been con- 
nected with any other office 
that investigated the death of 
a president? 

A. No sir. 


